so that, as late as the year 1565, the distinguished Italian anatomist, Eustachius, though he had actually discovered the main trunk of this set of vessels, dared not, in opposition to the above authority, heretically to believe his own eyes, but concluded it, in spite of all evidence to the contrary, to be a mere vein. Aselli, in 1622, detected both the lacteals and the lymphatics of the liver in dogs and various other animals, without, however, being led to a knowledge of their true nature; for such is the force of prejudice and the tyranny of long-established opinion, that he saw nothing in the discovery but a corroboration of Galen's theory of the sanguification of the vital fluid in the liver, conceiving that the vessels in question were running towards this organ, instead of passing out from it, as is really the case.
In 1628, the lymphatics of the mesentery were seen for the first time in the human subject; but there was still much opposition to their being considered as a distinct system of vessels; and it is painful to think that the high names of Gassendi, Riolanus, and even of our own Harvey, who had himself suffered so grievously from the undue authority of the ancients and from the obstinate prejudice of his contemporaries, are to be found in the list of opponents. In 1649, Pecquet, a provincial physician in France, discovered anew the thoracic duct, which had been forgotten since Eustachius's time, and demonstrated it to be the common trunk of the system. Prejudice and obstinacy were at length obliged to yield to the force of truth; and it was clearly made out by Glisson and Vessling, by referring to the position of the valves; that the colourless vessels between the liver and mesentery really passed from the former to the latter, on their way to the thoracic duct.
The existence of the general system of lymphatics coming from all parts of the body had, up to Aselli, who was one of the first who endeavoured to ascertain this point with any degree of accuracy in regard to the lacteals, came to the conclusion that they commence by absorbent pores opening on the mucous surface; and this is the opinion which has been most generally held since his day. Indeed, the lymphatics of the whole body have been supposed to commence in a similar manner, from the various serous cavities, the cellular membrane, the surfaces of the arterial and venous tubes, excretory ducts, &c. Some anatomists, however, observing that the finer injections passed from the arteries into the lymphatics, thought themselves justified in concluding that the latter communicated freely with the former, or originated by inosculations with their minuter ramifications. This view of the matter has been supported by Cowper, Senac, Cheselden, and other high authorities. On the other hand, Panizza, one of the most recent investigators, has repeatedly injected the arteries of the intestines in the human subject, as well as in the horse, birds, the tortoise, &c., yet has never seen the fluid employed appear in the lymphatics. In the dog, on the contrary, on injecting the arteries of various portions of the intestinal canal, and more especially of the rectum, where the lymphatics are very numerous, he has frequently observed that these latter vessels became filled immediately after the entry of the fluid into the arterial capillaries; and this without the least appearance of extravasation.
He has noticed a similar fact in relation to the small intestines of the hog; and, in injecting the hepatic artery in the human subject with mercury, the neighbouring lymphatics are almost always filled, and that too even where the fluid does not enter either the vena cava, vena portse, or the biliary ducts. The same observation holds good in relation to the liver of the dog and of the horse, but fails in regard to reptiles. The injection of the splenic artery in man, in the dog, and in the hog, does not fill the lymphatics of the spleen; whilst, in the horse, some of these vessels on the convex surface of this organ, occasionally 
